U.S.DISTRICT COURT
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRILCTNORURIRN DISTRICT OF TEXAS

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT|OF TEXAS FILED

WICHITA FALLS DIVISI D@,‘
4| SEP 192000
LLEH, INC., ET AL., g ,, @‘E DISTRICT COURT
Ay,
Plaintiffs, § X\ Deputy
§
VS. § CIVIL ACTION NO. 7:00-CV-0042-R
§
WICHITA COUNTY, TEXAS § ENTERED ON DOCKET
§ e
Defendant. ,
: SEP 'S 2000 ’
FINAL JUDGMENT useo T

Pursuant to Rule 58 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and the Court’s Findings of Fact
and Conclusions of Law, entered on September /9, 2000, it is hereby

ORDERED that final judgment is entered for the Plaintiffs on the following claims: the
location restrictions in Sections IX(e)(4)(a) and (e)(4)(b) (“claim 17); the six foot buffer zone and
eighteen inch elevation requirements in Section XXIV(a)(13) (“claim 2”); the demarcation rule in
Section XXIV(a)(14) (“claim 3"); the alcoholic beverage requirements of Article XXIV(a)(16)
(“claim 47); the disclosure requirements of Section X(a)(3) as it pertains to employees’ current
address and phone information (“claim 57); Section VIII, authorizing suit, (“claim 10%); the
unobstructed view provisions of Section XXIV(c) (“claim 117); and the tipping provisions of Section
XXIV(a)(11) (“claim 12). It is further

ORDERED that final judgment is entered for the Defendant on the following claims: the
license requirements of Section X (“claim 6); the criminal history requirements of Section X(b)
(“claim 7”); and the records and reports requirements of Sections XVI(a) and (b) (“claim 8”), except

to the extent that they require current phone and address information. It is further
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ORDERED that Plaintiffs’ claim 9, relating to underage dancers, claim 13, relating to an
unconstitutionally retroactive effect, and claim 14, relating to political oppression, are DISMISSED
WITH PREJUDICE for lack of prosecution. It is further

ORDERED that Defendant’s six foot buffer requirement is reduced to a three foot buffer
zone. It is further

ORDERED that the tipping provisions of Section XXIV(a)(11) (“claim 12”) will be
constitutional when the vague phrase “partially nude” is defined. It is further

ORDERED that the preliminary injunction entered by the Court on April 25, 2000, enjoining
Defendant from enforcing the six foot buffer zone or eighteen inch elevation requirement, is hereby
DISSOLVED. It s further

ORDERED that the Defendant is hereby ENJOINED from enforcing any portion of the
Order found to be unconstitutional in the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law in this case. It
is further

ORDERED that costs are taxed against the Defendant.

It is SO ORDERED.

ENTERED: September (§, 2000

CHIE€ tng JERRY BUCHMEYER
UNIT TES DISTRICT COURT
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